J7ournal of medical ethics 1994; 20: 223-224 Are withholding and withdrawing therapy always morally equivalent? A which she has benefited, and she would still have a reasonable claim to the respirator by virtue of the fact that she had already been started on therapy and held original acquisition' is not relevant. It is just a repetition of the stipulation that prior occupancy confers a special claim. Secunda is also not morally responsible for the unfair decision from which she has suffered and her claim to a fair chance is not diminished by the fact that an unfair procedure has already allocated the disputed resource elsewhere.
We do very often, in many realms of life, reverse for example, unjust allocations or discriminatory hiring policies. The fact that someone has been wrongly selected for a job out of prejudice does not confirm that person in a right to prevent that procedure from being overturned by some claim of prior occupancy.
The point that Sulmasy and Sugarman seem to have confused is the fact that the prior occupancy is appealing because and when it is a form of just natural lottery. 
